3 o<yf< 1/1/0 y' 13 2. -<L- <?• 


^ f §* 

Sr- ^ c* 


5 u-a< 


S| 

-*4 5* 


<ft Cl 
vS> rr 

s?.« 

S. 1 * 
a s a 

^l- 

§>§ 

1 - 53.3 

?** Co g 

ft-as 

S‘ i <§ 

^ ~ js' 

S §*> 

?ss. 



WS'cTc 



J 2 . y 5 c ^ 
S^-Sg^ % 

o^|!^ 

<L i‘ ^ 8 Keg ^ °“ w 

^ S w 2 

ft) ^ r-t “ 

3 * g 

m ft) r+ D ft) ^ 

a cr CD :r cl cn C?* 

* g 3 $> 0 '* 8 

1 2 c m S.3 o 5 

o' 5' ~ B. 53 
cr -* p ‘C 
^ co ^ 

» cr q £ 2 Po " 

5 * 3- 3 gg 

£BslTS’? ? S ‘ 



3 ™ > 

(ft ^ GQ 
(ft (/> -* 


^> ft) 

13 (ft a' 
n> 1^- ir> 
«§: 

S-S 

■o (ft 

<* a 

ro 

4u 

io 

cn 


tf ></>0 

(DCQ 

"i (ft c 

(ft v> eg 

^ w r* 

<c= " 

15 c 

;£|S 

-£• 3 

a s' 

_ r+ 

aj 

« ro 
&) 

</> 


^ 3 & 9- Sd' 3 *2 2* £ > £r ® (ft* 

«i'lris 8 >| nMii FP^ff. 5 -s£ 9 1 . 

►T ^ 


S- g.!W | o' | OjJ 


1 1 ffg.s'il 


£? g ^ .*•£ m R | g . 1 

*,§* <5 - 9 a- 

5 3 - 3 2 tr rt> w* S 


(ft $ D* (ft w" 

‘ m. *iw 


r (u n 2- n> 

> 2 . 9 ST 3 

h w 5 3^7 R £ WJ » 
n ^ o 3 5 *?: * 1 . Cl) 

: ffsrs s. 3 8 .*" 2 £ 
1 &s '°-£!-3 Is. ft 
I a 3 »g-|f §•$<§ A 

■ £§?g.g g rpf« g 

fl«£“ a. 3 'g ,g<g -5 

1“ ° 3 S| B Is-| f 

rHSi . 3 S'HI^S 

ii-m la^ 

L'S 5 ' S' ? 9-^8 Tsa 



CO 


cr 3 (ft 2- p rn 

£ "> a= f 8 . £ 

* °o f f 

ttfft 2 2 

5 pEs.- 2 . a 

3 . ft) ,c § 3 o 
(ft 3 § jg 
W S'|g 4 -W 

(ft H-t (XD 

Hn Si 00 

3 S’ a - 10 

S 

-: 8 .§ s' 

O 5 . 3 _ 
^1 a 
s.sl-f 

JR'fl§. 


u &?! 

ft) (T> o R. 
“ 0 Q =■ “■ 

a ^l 3 
ffis'S 

n> g g « 

st,^| 

Hlf 

BPS SI 

3 w (5 D 
o (ft <i fft 

J-J. W ftj . 

(ft o CO 

" °sr 


01 co 5 * 2 <0 •oT 

2 5> a* SL 2 g 

w «« 

S.-S 

£g 3 g |s; 

"•I &S-g S ' 8 

g D.g. & 3 (ftU 

(ft W h I^-ft) “(t) 
3 ^oq^ 


5 '^S ^ 

» o g 2 o 3 

n . L 7 . n ri 

ct * 3 2 S*^ 

tr (ft D o 
n> ^ c/> — ■ , . 

" 5 w o OT g 

5:3 ^.^ft) (ft 

S ^ £ cr ^ » 

^ ^ co 


S. ^ w 


ft> h — 1 O/ 

3 s -3 


o o o 

(ft 0 Q q 


S S' g g 

CR O- 


ft) O o R, 

J2. CO o (ft *ft ^ 

2 « CC $ (ft 2 o 


& ? ^ 


o' CO 


o- Du d. 
D* 


ro 


CTQ 


w 


(ft w o c 2 . 
(ft (ft 5 O C 4 03 ^“ ■ 

o s<i o. 2 . sr u- (ft 

o S- o ^ ? w < 

(ft (ft a a* o o 2 

^ c a> s ^'* 

g*<S 


D s c 2. rt c 

=: *-1 O Jr- D- 

s ^o 3 | 
2 . 2 .SCM 3 

e. < sr e. 2 . * 


2 « ?? Si - ft S$ S' 

3 o 2 ! K w ° 
<5 Q. D *< °S 

c w 3 o o 3 ~. 
D ‘g , S- 3 'S.tt“ 

m 2 ;^ 


OO ^ 

D* (T) 

v CL 


CD DU 

3 g 8 ^ 

a> 


:dS § 


£r tr. ET- w r+ o *5 d* o 

2 c'o 2 w w p 
r* (ft CTQ 3 (6 p 4 2 . ^ ® 3 

ft) nT(t> m o w * 40 o 2J? 


P (/) 3 * 

3 era 


ft) (ft (t> 
2 M.a 

^ d (ft 
»o- *r- 3 
cr (ft o 
(ft T - (t> 


»-i v-i - >s ^ 

» R e wj 
■ S.B.| 8 

cr nS o *§ 3 

«< cl. o (ft o 'T (ft 


BtBlcLg 

I: i 2 . | =f 

wo" | (3 _ 
&3 e «3 

CD ft) D (D 
o- o Cl o 


3 S§. S t | ! 

^ ^ ^ 3’ 3 

“ ^ era o < 3 d 

s’ M CD ^ 

^ cn Qpq 


(ft 2 


< & > 7 ; &. s.-' b* 

<£ 2 °S 


SB’ 


era 


, 5 o- o 

r g-i l-'l 


H 


a> 

CP: 


era tr 

O (t> 
ft) co 

*o c*- 


3 °g d* 


0 * 0*0 r 

2 (ft ^5 (ft 
(ft era (ft c) 


& >P 2 



I 


i 


i 

i 



From left: H.G. Wells, Maxim Gorky, and Moura Budberg, the spy both writers loved 


nothing was as it seemed.” “Who indeed?” “Not 
altogether so.” “And yet, and yet . . .” 

A more serious problem is Koch’s tendency 
to overreach his sources. He is so, intent on 
: weaving his conspiracy theory that he gets 
fj impatient with the still-inconclusive historical 
i record. Thus his repeated use of phrases like 
A "may well” or “seems plain” or “almost certain- 
ly” to strongly suggest something he can’t 
laprove. 

3 

)hT N MAKING his case against the writer 
it I Dorothy Parker, for example, he says of a 
es I leftist named Gardner Jackson: “It may 
a JL well have been he who guided Parker 
bi toward what seems to have been her secret 
u| membership in the Communist party.” 

U One particularly annoying use of this “may 
ti well” business involves an American journalist 
named Vincent Sheean, whom Koch links to 
la Communist efforts to manipulate the writer 
li Sinclair Lewis and his journalist wife, Dorothy 
ic Thompson. He writes: “Sheean was a fellow 
e! traveller very much mixed up in the Munzen- 
/I 


berg operation. He was certainly an instru- 
ment of its manipulations of Lewis and 
. Thompson, although the precise state of his 
innocence then or later is hard to gauge.” 

The suspicion that Koch is talking through 
his hat is reinforced a paragraph later when he 
writes: “Sheean may have been more or less 
innocent.” 

Evidence-wise, that is more or less outra- 
geous. And passages like these make the read- 
er suspicious about Koch's more important 
arguments, such as his account of how Ernest 
Hemingway was manipulated by Comintern 
agents in Spain during the Civil War. 

A final problem with Double Lives is that by 
focusing on the perfidy of the Communists and 
their fellow travelers, Koch cuts short his ex- 
amination of why intellectuals are so easily led 
in the first place. Intellectual faddism is an 
almost constant feature of modern life, on the 
right as well as the left. Received ideas, from 
“supply-side economics” to “politically correct” 
speech codes, are spouted everyday by people 
who should know- better. Unfortunately, we 
can't blame Stalin for our folly. ■ 


